THE  EVIDENCE   OF THE  PLAYS
The balance of authority is strongly against Titus
Andronicus i it is difficult to find anything Shake-
spearean in the first part of Henry VI; it is very
doubtful if The Taming of the Shrew is by Shakespeare,
and at any rate a large portion of it is generally
admitted not to be his; there is much doubt about
the second and third parts of Henry VI \ the work of
two hands has been seen in Troilus and Cressida, and
it may be permitted to doubt whether that curious
play is Shakespearean at all; a large part of Henry
VIII, including some of the finest passages, is generally
assigned to Fletcher. Timon of Athens is certainly not
wholly Shakespearean; two hands have been found
in Macbeth^ and so on.
Chambers (i. 234-5) admits collaboration in
Henry VIII and probably in The Taming of the
Shrew, Pericles, and Two Noble Kinsmen. There may
be touching up of Titus Andronicus and of certain
other plays, but "the great majority of the plays
are Shakespeare's from beginning to end, and
that, broadly speaking, when he had once written
them, he left them alone, I feel little doubt.
These are propositions which, so far, disintegrat-
ing criticism has entirely failed to shake."
Yet another view: Mr. Robertson finds
"disparate styles in the plays,5' which leads him
to seek clues to other dramatists, with the result
that he transfers "the primary responsibility for
Richard III, Richard //, Henry V> Julius C&sar and
Comedy of Errors to Marlowe; for Romeo and
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